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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . This action is in response to the RCE dated 07 August 2006 in application 
09/896,066. Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, and 43-55 are pending. 
Claims 1, 9, 10, 12-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, 43, and 50 are amended. 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 07 
August 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 1 2 depends 
on claim 1 1 , which has been canceled. The examiner will assume that Claim 12 
depends on claim 10. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 12, 14-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, 44-47, and 51 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barton et al. (US 20030095791 A1) 
in view of Ellis et al. (US 20050028208A1 ). 

Regarding claim 1 , Barton et al. (Barton) discloses a system that is comprised of 
an access device (See Fig. 2, PDA), a programmable client system (See Fig. 2, DVR 
110) and a provider (See Fig. 2, Personal TV Service Center 130), all of which are 
logically interconnectable through a network such as the Internet (See paragraph 0025), 
wherein the client system stores program guide data that is used by a user to schedule 
events (See Fig. 2, local program guide 260; paragraph 0010), a method for remotely 
scheduling events at the client system with an access device, comprising the steps for: 

using an access device that is remotely located from the programmable client 
system to access and log on an access device service (See Fig. 2, web server 200; 
paragraph 0037); 

in response to logging on the access device service, authenticating a user of the 
remotely located access device (See paragraphs 0044-0047) with an authentication 
service (See Fig. 2, PRNG; paragraph 0038) which is associated with the access device 
service (e.g. the web site request the keys from the user); 

subsequent to authenticating the user with the authentication service, accessing 
the client system through the network with the remotely located access device, wherein 
the client system has a bi-directional connection with the network (See paragraphs 0030 
and 0040); 
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automatically authenticating the user of the remotely located access device to the 
client system by providing authentication information (e.g. authentication keys) 
previously issued to the user from the authentication service (e.g. the PRNG) (See 
paragraph 0042), and in response to the user having been previously authenticated by 
the authentication service through the access device service (e.g. the website 
requesting the keys generated by the PRNG) (See paragraphs 0044-0047); 

once the user of the remotely located access device is authenticated to the client 
system, retrieving current program guide data with the remotely located access device, 
wherein the current program guide data is displayed on the remotely located access 
device (See Fig. 4, 440; paragraph 0048); 

selecting an event using the retrieved program guide data displayed at the 
remotely located access device; sending the selected event to the client system; and 
scheduling the selected event at the client system (See Fig. 4, 450; paragraphs 0040- 
0042 and 0048-0049). 

However, Barton does not disclose explicitly disclose retrieving current program 
guide data from the client system. 

Ellis et al. (Ellis) discloses an Interactive television program guide with remote 
access via remote access device (See Fig. 2). Ellis discloses that the remote access 
device retrieves current program guide data from the client system (See Fig. 2a; 
paragraph 0071). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Barton to 
retrieve current program guide data from the client system, as taught by Ellis, in order to 
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provide the users with a more accurate guide data of what is available/programmed at 
the user's DVR box. 

Regarding claim 3, the step for authenticating a user of the remotely located 
access device further comprises a step for authenticating the user at the client system 
(e.g. the DVR) with an authentication service (See Fig. 2, PRNG; paragraph 0042). 

Regarding claim 5, further comprising a step for selecting one or more programs 
identified in the current program guide data to be associated with an event (e.g. the user 
selects a program to be recorded) (See paragraphs 0010 and 0048-0049). 

Regarding claim 6, further comprising a step for unselecting one or more of the 
programs previously selected and associated with an event, wherein the associated 
event is removed from the selected programs (e.g. canceling programs) (See Ellis 
paragraph 0219). 

Regarding claim 7, further comprises one or more of: a step for selecting a 
record event; a step for selecting a delete event (e.g. canceling events); and a step for 
selecting a lock or unlock event (e.g. parental controls) (See Ellis paragraphs 0014, 
0015, 0219). 

Regarding claim 9, the system (e.g. the web server) inherently formats the 
retrieved current program guide for the specified access device (e.g. the web browser 
on the PDA or computer) (See Barton Fig. 2). 

Claim 10 contains the limitations of claim 1 (where inherently the method is 
executed by a computer program stored on a computer readable medium (e.g. hard 
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disk or memory) of the PDA or DVR box (See Barton Figs. 1 and 2)) and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to that claim. 

Claim 12 contains the limitations of claims 3 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 14 contains the limitations of claims 5 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 15 contains the limitations of claims 6 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 16 contains the limitations of claims 7 and 10 and is analyzed as . 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 18 contains the limitations of claims 9 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Regarding claim 28, Barton discloses connecting the set top box (DVR box) to 
the network with a connection that is always on line with the network (e.g. cable 
modem) (See Barton paragraph 0025). 

Regarding claim 30, the access device is a computer, handheld computer, or 
Internet appliance (See Barton Fig. 2). 

Claim 34 contains the limitations of claims 10 and 28 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 37 contains the limitations of claims 9 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 
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Claim 44 contains the limitations of claims 1 , 7, and 16 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 45 contains the limitations of claims 1 , 7 ( and 16 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 46 contains the limitations of claims 1, 9, and 18 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 47 contains the limitations of claims 1, 7, and 16 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. Furthermore, the programming 
content available to the set top box is from a satellite (See Ellis paragraph 0094). 

Regarding claim 51 , the set top box is associated with an IP address and through 
which the access device accesses the set-top box (e.g. the DVR box is inherently 
assigned a IP address from the DHCP server) (See Barton paragraph 0066). 

Claims 4, 13, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barton et al. (US 20030095791 A1) in view of Ellis et al. (US 20050028208A1 ) as 
applied to claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 12, 14-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, 44-47, and 51 above, 
and further in view of Herrington et al. (WO 00/78050). 

Regarding claim 4, Barton in view of Ellis discloses displaying a schedule of 
programming content this is scheduled to be sent to the client system on the access 
device (See Barton Fig. 4, 440). However, Barton in view of Ellis does not explicitly 
disclose displaying previously scheduled events on the access device. 
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Herrington discloses a similar system in which the programming guide displays 
past events (Pg. 35, lines 15-33 thru Pg. 37, lines 1-27). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the systems of Barton, Ellis, and Herrington in order to provide a remote 
access system capable of displaying past events, thereby supplying the user with a 
more exhaustive program listing. 

Claim 13 contains the limitations of claims 4 and 10 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 43 contains the limitations of claims 4, 10, and 47 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barton 
et al. (US 20030095791 A1) in view of Ellis et al. (US 20050028208A1 ) as applied to 
claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 12, 14-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, 44-47, and 51 above, and further in 
view of Artigalas et al. (US Pat Pub. No. 2001/0014206). 

Regarding claim 48, Barton in view of Ellis does not disclose selecting an event 
further comprises an act of deleting previously recorded programming content. 

However, within the same field of endeavor, Artigalas discloses a similar system 
in which the user is allowed to delete previously recorded programming (Abstract; Par. 
0006 & 0049). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the systems of Barton, Ellis, and 
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Artigalas in order to provide a system, which allows a user to control and customize a 
personal video and/or audio library (See Artigalas paragraph 0005 and 0006). 

Claims 49 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barton et al. (US 20030095791 A1) in view of Ellis et al. (US 20050028208A1 ) as 
applied to claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 12, 14-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 37, 44-47, and 51 above, 
and further in view of Istvan (US 200201 84635A1 ). 

Regarding claim 49, Barton in view of Ellis does not disclose formatting the 
current program guide for display on a cell phone by formatting the current program 
guide as a menu driven configuration suitable for a cell phone. 

Istvan discloses a system of setting events on a set-top box. Istvan discloses 
formatting a program guide for display on a cell phone by formatting the current 
program guide as a menu driven configuration suitable for a cell phone (See paragraph 
0025). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Barton in view of Ellis to 
format the current program guide for display on a cell phone by formatting the current 
program guide as a menu driven configuration suitable for a cell phone, as taught by 
Istvan, in order to increase the capabilities of the system thereby providing 
improvements in remote accessibility of programming information by the use of various 
mobile devices (See Istvan paragraphs 0006 and 0025). 

Claim 50 contains the limitations of claims 18 and 49 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 53-55 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claims 53-55, the prior art of record fails to show or fairly suggest 
sending instructions to a broadcast source that is connected to the client through a 
unidirectional connection inasmuch as the broadcast source only transmits 
programming information to the client without receiving data from the client, wherein the 
broadcast source transmits the instructions to the client system, and wherein the 
instructions cause the client system to open bi-directional connection with the network. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Claim 52 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 

matter: 

Regarding claim 52, the prior art of record fails to show or fairly suggest sending 
instructions to a broadcast source that is connected to the client through a unidirectional 
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connection inasmuch as the broadcast source only transmits programming information 
to the client without receiving data from the client, wherein the broadcast source 
transmits the instructions to the client system, and wherein the instructions cause the 
client system to open bi-directional connection with the network. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 r 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 18, 28, 30, 34, 
37, and 43-55 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please take note of Hesselink et al. (US006732158B1), Cameron 
et al. (US 20050028206A1 ), and Franco (US 20020046407A1 ) for their similar systems. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph G. Ustaris whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7383. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5PM; Alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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